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An evaluation was conducted td¢ measure and assess

student growth and development in- the Second-Shift Program at the
Johnstown Area Vocational-Technical School (Pennsylvania). The .
program was designed to provide educational services to students not

ional program
identified as

dministered to

all subjects 4in the project, either as prgtests and posttests or as
posttests only. Evaluation project objectives were dewgloped in the

follewing_ areas: reading achievement as measured by
attainment, mathematics achievemert;"general educationa

e level
developmdnt

*and achievement, interest in and attitude towaTrd sch061,~familiarity
with occupations, interest in an occupational area, attitude toward &
relevance of academic subiects, decreases ip discipline prioblems, and
increases+ir school attendiince. It was found that student achievement
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as measured by standardi €d reading &nd mathematics tests was

significant; sope studenfs made dramatic advances with respect to

grade level attainment; and student attitudes toward school improved

significantly. Knowledge of and interest in occupations as measured
by the posttest was'at a level where much student development might

bé attributed teo the progranm. (Appendixes. contain the pre- and
posttest school attitude aédsessment scale, the parent attitude
assessment scale, and data for the occupational interest and

knowledge survey.) (TA)
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INTRODUCTION ' . A
& N -
. The Second-Shift Progrq@,at the Johnstown Area Vocational- Technlcal School
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was an attempt to prov1de educat10na1 services to students not genera&ly ac-
cepted into the regular vocational program at the school. The general concern

‘of the Second-Shift Program was threefold: (1) to increase the verbal.ability
. \

of students by.providing a reading development program, (2) to increase the
computation skills of "studetts by providing a mathematics developmént program,
“ 4 -

T, . ~ . )
-and (3) to increase the students ﬁgniliarity with occuipations by providing

orientation sessions in many occupational areas.
Stddents accepted into the Second-Shift Program were generally those stu-
, . )

-dents who had™et achieved sufficiently to warrant their admission to the regu-

lar proéram at the vocational-technical school. 1In addigioﬂ‘ 18 of the' 40
- student's were identified as sgecial education studeﬁts. .
J '] . N ' '
Purpose . . K
The purpose of this preject was to eveluate the Second-?hift Pﬁggram at

- the Johnstown Area Vocagional-?echnfcal‘éfhool to determine the success and

. 2

’

effects of the Secohd-Shift Progr?ﬁ enlight of the program's ngective§. The

. Fecond-sﬁift Program objeetives,‘which are listed below,’ are concetned with

student grOWth and development/ ) ‘

+ R . 4

| .8 , :
1. All pre-vocational students will show a 1.0 grade level increase
in reading, vocab?}ary, comprehension and speed as measured by
appropriate fests . . R , .

/ - . .

-

2. All)pre-voc tiomal students will be familiar with at 1east'20
occupations. Fam111ar1ty will include knowledge of necesﬁary
‘skills, years pof training, salary potent1a1 rand where_to re~ . .
ceive more ormation. * ., ' {/J A
. 8 ’ . .
| * Y

3. .After one yfar, Students will express an interest.in at least two N

occupatlo?‘l areas. . . :x' . ( \
N . * .

checklj, . v . .

O
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. 5. |To demonstrate relationships of academic courses to vocational shop*
- areas, students will rate the courses in tgis program as compared
to previous courses to determine significance to them.

. i

P
vt w8, ALL Students will show a 15% increase in grade point average. . .
‘ f ~ . y
. 7. Behavioraf:discipline problems will be reduced by 30% of pre-
. program rate. . . - , .
\ . N ' v
8. 100% of the students will want to return for the second year of
. the program. ° - : ‘/ —~
. ~ @ r
9. Rate of student attendance will-improve by 15%. ’ .
. Consequently, this ewaluation project was céncerned with measuring and *
. R A I - '

- R A .\
assessigg stud&nts' growth and developmént durimg the period of enrollment in,
the Second-Shift Program. The enrollment perjjod for the program was from
September, 1973 to June, 1974, . ' .

L . 5 - <

- 0Objectives
» ) L 4

The obqsctives of this evaluation project were an outgrowth of the ﬁeconé—
. Shift Program  objectives. The objectives of the project were to measure and
. . " . -
assess student growth and development with ‘respect to the following.
7

“ - a i \
1. Reading achievement as measured by grade level attainment. //-\‘
‘ J
2. Mathematics achievement.

3. General educational development and achievement.

) 4. Interest in and attitude toward school.
< 5, Familiarity with occupations. \
. 6. TInterest, in an occupational area. )

>

7. Attitude toward rélevance of academic subjects.

8

' L] -
8. Decreases in-discipline problems. .

9. 1Increases in’scho6l attendance.

Research Questions

~
. .- R
The research questions developed in‘an attempt to measure the attainment

- \ .

of the evaluation project's objectives are:
*

. \)4‘ ’ ot
ERIC 2 G .
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Has there been any increase in reading achiﬁyement as measured by
grade level attainment?
. TN . L e
Has there been any increase in mathematics achievement as measured
) by grade 1eve1 atta1nment9 '

D LI DL TRV SN "“,.mm....m-wm.«n NS ey o e o et o Ve g e« 06

B T R

Has there been any increase in general educat10na1 development as
measured by reading and dathematlcs ‘grade level attalnment?

.

Has there been any change in attitude toward school as measured by
* an attitude assessment scale?

Has there been any familidrity with occupations &s measured by an
instrument developed for this project? This instrument cah be
viewed in Appendix . - . . - .
Has there been any development of interest in an ‘occupational area
as measured by the instrument in Appendix D? /£

‘Has .there been any change in attitude toward the relevance of-aca-
demic subjects to vocational shop areas from the 1972-73 school
year to the 1973-74 school year?

Has there bein any change in discipline problems from the 1972-73
school year to the 1973-74 school year?

Has there been® any change in attendance between the 1972 73 school
year and . .the 1973-74 school year? _— .

rooe )

Limitations of the Study

A4 . Lg

. " .
Some of the limitations encountered in this evaldation project are: .

1. The inability to compare grade-point-average prior to entfy into
the Second-Shift Program with averages at the' end of the program.

. This limitation is due-.entirely to thd grading formula and proce-
dure used d4n the Secgnd—Shift Program.

. - [ 2

.The inability to evaluate mathematical ¥chievement for many stu-
dents because the students' records showed no mathematicdl
achievement scores. - - ©

v , . :
. . , \
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PROCEDURES AND METHODS

¢ ' SE: P : . X - ¢ il "
The research questions §erg answered é;/administefing appropriate instru- ..
-' . ' ‘ > . & N
- ments Lo all subjects in the profect. Instruments werd either adminiStered as

i

pre-tests and post-tests or ‘'administered as pOSt-téStS oﬁly. Where ‘pre-tests

- ¢ .,
and post~te§;;;were used, analyses were made by comparing pre-tests results

with post-t s results. Where post-tests were used exclusively, analyses were
. - ’ 1’

made by comparing post-test results with similar data collected and recorded
. - , - - .
on student records prior to the students' enrollment in the Second-Shift Program.

g ‘
Subjects . .

IS

The subjects used fﬁ this evaluation project were those students enrolled

in the Second-Shift Program‘at the Johnstown Area Vocational-Technical School. * <:;

. ' .

4 .

Forty dtudents were admitted to ;he'program in September, 1973. 1In Juq!, 1974,
A s &

all 40 of the students were still enrolled. However, becausé of abseﬁteeism,

. .
students did not reggbnd to all the instruments in the study.

Of the 40 students. enrolled in the program, most <ould. have been catagor-

-

ized as ungerachievers and 18 of the 40 students were identified’as.special \

education students.

Instrumentation . .
Ul -
, Y ) ~ ) »
The instruments used” far this evaluation study included standardized read-

ing and mathematics for assessiﬁgrgeneral educational development. Instruments

used for assessing attitudes .and occupational familiarity and interest were

specifically developed for this project. -Each of these instruments can be
viewed in the appendii. o v . ¢

.

. - J . ' . .
The School Attitude Assegsment Scaless (Appendix A & B) uséd for assessgkg
student attitudes was essentially one instrument developed in two parts.  The

50-itém instrument (Appendix A) was used as a pre-test for assessing attitudes ‘
. 9 . .
- g - h v e . Z

- 3
. ‘ ~
\ . . . A2
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about school dﬁring the school year 1972-73, "the .school year prior to entry

*

into the Second-Shift Program. The 50 jtems in.this instrument were worded in
< Nt !

‘the past tense and designed to elicit opinions dgbout school during the previous

.
. )

T A s s e o < b o s e e -

< s

The 55-item School Attitude Assessment Scale (Aependix B) was designed to

elicit 6pinions aBout school during the year enrolled in the Second-Shift Pro-
» ] - ? .
.

gram. « This part of the instrument included the 50 items that appeared in the

-~ ' - . -

.  50-item part of the instrumeunt. However, the items were stated in the present

-

- tensé. The five additional itéms in this part were items concerned with-elicit-
. gné opinions abouththe Second-Shift Program specifically.

° - .
A 20-item instrument (Appendix C) was used to assess parental attitudes

!

~ .

.toward the Second-Shift Program. 1In addition, items in thi% instrument at-

tempted to assess changes in student attitudes as noted by their parents. Par-»
* : - . ) .
- 4
ents were also provided an opportunity to include subjective remarks. gome of
A

these remarks are included later in this report. , J

P . . \
Data Collection . -

* - s ) ”~

Data collection for this evaluation study was varied and dependent on the

\

v

type of data to be collected. Data were collected, in part, throughout the

v

b

1973-74 school year. o
r

Reading achievement tests were administered near the beginning of the

Y

-

7 sthool yedr and again near the end of the school year. Comparisons between

these two administrdtions were calculated and are reported }atér in this report.
3} - - .

Reading achievement tests,.both post-tests, and pre-tests, were adminisitered

‘.

by tedchers in the Second-Shift Program. ) .
< Mathematics achievement tests were‘adminiétered ne@ﬁﬂthe end of the school

year. Pre-tests were not administered; consequently, pre-test data was taken

.
~

///«\\ from student records. However, this data was non-existent for 18 of the 40
. .

ERIC - " & - .
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students. Mathematics achievement tests were administered by teachers in the

Sgc0nd-Shift Program.

The 50-item School Attitude Assessment Scale was administered as a pre~

test approximately early in the school year. However, the administration® of

this instrument could have been earlier to prevent the student from being ¢on-
- 4
fused about attitudes of his br her previous school year with his or her atti-
4

tudes about the Second-Shift Program. This instrument was administered by the
: S .

evaluation project difector and the program teachers. The instrument was ad-

ministered verbally to those studenté who might have had difficulty reading

3

the items. ,
- . i
The .55-item School Attitude Assessment Scale was administered as a post-

[N

test near the end of the 1973-74 school year. Herf, as with the 50-item
. ‘ N A \ N\ ﬁ

instrument, the instrument was administered by thq evaluation project director

.and the program teachers. This instrument was also gdﬁinistered verbally to

-

students who might have had difficulty reading _the items.
Y , { N

é N . M ) )

Parental. attitude data were collectéd by administering the 20-item instru-
~ . N~

ment during parent-teacher conferences. Twenty-four parents responded to the

»' - \( "

instrument and, in a few cases, both parents responded. - PEEINE

.
Py .

"Attefidancé data were collected by reviewing student records for the N972-73

schopl yegr‘which is the year previod® to enrollment in the Second-Shift Pro® .
. S - -
gram. Attendance wa$ also recorded for the school year 1973-74. Analysis of

this data is considered later in this report. .




FINDINGS

/ ) :4, N
/ . DATA .ANALYSIS A

PN . . ./ . . . ., .
Each of the ning research questions in this- evaluation project report will

.
® A
-

be discussed independently. At the end of this section of the‘report, however,

v

.
R -,

a-summary-of-the-£indings-witl-be-discussed.-
A
2

—
s
. '

3 . Research-Question One )
achievement as measured by grade

&
Has there been any increase in reading

¥ ~

level attainment? .~ : \
Re'ding achievement tests were administered as pre-test and post-tests to

.

students enrolled in the program. The results Of the tests appear in Figure 1:
. N .
eted both"the pre-test and the post-test. Two

. Of the 40 subjects,~35 compl
% , ~ .
stud?nts were not available for the pre-test and three studénts did not take the

» .
- i - ~ b .
* . .
‘ .
)

posq-test.
Difference scores'were calctlated for the 35 students by subEracting post-
N < ¢ N

" The resultant was a group mean difference

) tqgt scores frmg\pre—test scores ..

s¢ore of 1.13 or a mean group increase of 1.13 grade levels. The range of

.. /
/ -
fcores existed from a decrease of 2.8 grade levels to an increase of 5.4 grade

levels with a median of 0.9. The group mean score indicated an increase of

r‘L.13 grade leyels which was significant at the 0.1 level. <

ERIC S
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. Figure 1. Reading Achievement Pre-Test and Post-Test Scores

. . ~
Student Pre-Test Post-Test Difference  Student ‘Pre-Test Post-Test Difference ~
1 5.3 6.0 0.7 21 3.2 2.6 -0.6
. 27 5.0 9.2 4.2 22 5.1 *
3- 4.6 5.2 0.6 23 5.0 ° 4.1
4 5.5 6.3 0.8 24 5.5 7.0
5. 4.5 6.6 , .10 25 9.0 9.9
6 2.7 Y * 26 9.0 10.5 *
7 5.8 9.6. 3.8 .27 - 5.5 3.0 »
8 5.8 s 5.8 0.0 28 4.3 . 6.5
9 . 2.4 2.5 - 0.1 29 5.4 =
10 3.2 4.8 , 1.6 30 _6.2 11.0 i
11 30 3.6 0.6 31 74 7.7
12 9.0 11.7 2.7 32 5.5 5.4 )
; 13 10:6 12.6 2.0_ ¢ 33 2.4 2.1 ¥
+ 14 2.5 3:3 0.8 34 3.5
15 - 3.0 | 4.3 1.3 - 35 5.8 6.8 NV
16 3.8 4.0 0.2 36 mwnb . 3 4.5 -0.8
17 7.8 * 377 " 7.2 12.6 5.4
~ 18 2.2 5.1 2.9 38 4.8 '6.9 2.1
- 19 4.2 - 5.8 1.6 39 5.7 6.3 0.6
20 4.1 5.3 . 1.2 40 6.3 3.5 ‘-2.8
x.  5.22 6.35 1.13
. . ' . t = 3.805 o= .01 Py 2.70
*Pre-test or Post-test score unavailable . - )
- \4
/  Research Question Two .
Has there been any increase in mathemétics’achievement as measured by
‘grade level attainment? .
. Mathematics pre-test scores were récorded from student records. Post-
. : ' . =
, test scoreoiere recorded from student records. Post-test scores were obtained
) . / .
by adminisfering a standardized mathematics achievement test n%sf the end of the
school year to students enrolled in the program. The results of the tests appear
L
. /.
in Figure 2. , ©a
. Of the 40 subjectg pre-test.andvpost-test scores were available for only
' 22 subjects. Mathematics grade. level scores were not recorded for 18 of the
- studeﬁts and two of .these students did not take the post-test.
. K ‘ .

v >
- . " .




. <
\.I. . . . .
\ . -
Difference scores were calculated for the 22 students by subtracting post-
- » . N ) "' .
test scores from pre-test scores. The range of sbores, all of which showed. an
increase from pre- to post-test, existed from 1.5 Eo 7.8 grade levels.* The
group mean score was 4.11 whith ‘indicated an increase of 4.1 grade levels. This .
.. . . .
increase was significant at the .01 level.. ’
4 ( ' -. ' . .
A Figure 2. Mathematics Achievement Pre-Test and Post-Test Sporesl
- . . 4 - P 8 [T
Stu. No. Pre-Test Post-Test Difference Stu. No. Pre-Test Post-Test Difference-
1 5.5 7.7 2.2 .21 3.4
2 £ 0.6 6.7 6.1 .22 TN 74 % .
3 0.5 6.1 5.6 . 23 5.0 6.5. o L.5- .
4 3.9 * L4 0.6 1 6.7 6.1
5 4.6 7.7 3.1 25 0.8 /\8.5." 7.7
N 6 4.9 r Y kS 26. hd 9,-5 « . %
7 5.8 <9.5 3.7 - 27 « - 6.3 %
8 0.7 6.9 ° 6.2 N, 28 5.7 *
1 9 0.3 3.4 ° 3.1 29 0.5 | 3.9 3.4 ’
? 10 .0.5 6.1 5.6 30 7.4 %* .
11 5.7, 8.5 2.8 . 31 5.3 7.4 2.1 °
12 . . N 32 <7 6.9 * .
13 . 7.4 ) % 33 : 3.4 % . )
' 14 2.9 *° 34. . 4.4 B . .
15 5.3 727 w 2.4 © 35 0.7 .8.5 1.8
© 16, . 4.9 * < 36 . 5.7 * v
s 17 % 37 10:1 . *
18 3.0 C 4.9 ~1.9 * 38 0.6 6.1 5.5 - .
.19 5.2 6.9" 1.7, . 39 0.4 | 5.7. ~ 5.3 v
20 5.5 7.4 1.9 * ' 740 5.3 ° 10.1 . 4.8 R
- ? Ad ’ ’
. Uk, 2.84 6. 50 4.11 . -
# ) N \ /J . . 3
- . ) t =9.61 o = .01 pp 2.84 .
) * Pre-test ahd/or Post-test Scores unavailable ~
. - ' : .. ]
. ' :
. o @ . . - -

Research Question Three

N .

H§§ there been any increase .in -general educational development-as measured
N ] N :

»

by reading and mathematics grade level attainment? .
“ as . T . . . T

[

.. This research question is essentially a %omposite of research questions one
and, two. The, results of the analysis directed toward research questions one

and two indicated a signi

Lod L)

icant grfoup increase both in reading and mathgmatiés N (

¥

> : . -




- s

grade level attainment. Conseqyently, it can be assumed there is a significant

Nl <

increase in general educational development with respect to research question

.
* ’ . '

- . three -- as measured Wy reading and mathematics grade level attainment.
It Should be noted that the non-existence of some scores, especially mathe-

N ’ N A
. matics scores may tend to biased the results. Had the missing scores been

available the' group mean‘scpres may no® have been significant. However, a

subjective analysis of mathematics post-test scores did not provide substantial

A

- evidence to the ndted effect. . :

Research Question Four ' . ) :

. . T, . - . }
Has thefe been.any change in attitude, toward school as, mdasured by an
. A ) A d
- attitude assessment scale?

. ¢

\./
An attitude assessment scale (Appendix A&B) was administered as a_pre-ée%t
‘ -

and -post-test. The pre-test form contained 50 items worded in.thé past tense
< : . .
while the post-test form contained the same 50 items but worded in the present

/ "

tense. Five additional items were included in the post-test form to asbess
' ‘ opidions'specifgcally about the Second-Shift Program. In addition, an attitude

- assessment sqélek(Appendix C) was adﬁiﬁistered to parents of students enrolled

‘\ - . 3

o . in the progﬁam C -
. 7

The Ffe-test and post-tegt was administesed to all students-.enrolled in

g 4 -

r ﬁhe'proizgm; howeyér, the ,results ofzdnly 36. of 40 instruments were availabde

for anglysis.’ Twenty-twd parents re5pondéd to an’attitude assessment scale.

- °

. s »
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Figuxe 3

.‘ Pre-Test and Post-Test Mean Scores for School

Attitude Assessment Scale

Item ﬁ}e-Test Post-Test Difference ¢ ltem Pre-Test Post-Test Difference

* Ttems requiring reversal of scale direction
*% Items included only in the 55-item post-test.

Meam difference scores were calculated for the 50 items by su tracting mean

.

"4 N\
post-test scores from mean pre-test scores

at the

Parent attitudes indicated a p031tive attltude toward school.

aEtipudeS indicated a p031clye'change in their childrens'

4

?temS’was 0.164.

.01 level..

<

36 items %ndlcated positive change in attltude.

Fd

att1tudes toward‘

Y

1 2.64 2.75 J110, 29 3.08 2.94 14
2 2.69 30%  2.44 2.67 .23
3% 2.69 2.92 .23 81 _1.81
4 2.39 2.61 .22 32« 2,53 3.00 47
5 2.28  2.89 .61 33 3,00 3.36 .36
6%  2.81 2..83 .02 34 3.03. 3.11 .08
7% 2.91 2.83 .08 35%« 2,37 2.83 .46
8%  2.19 2.47 .28 3% 2.85 2.9 .09
9 2.22 . 2.1 .28 37 2.38 0 2.56 .18
10%  2.31 2.80 49 .38 2.63 2.86" 2%
11 3.18 3,15 .03 39%  3.24 3.11 -.13
12%  2.67 2.56 L11 40 2.55 2.86 .31
13 3.31 3.19 .12 C41% 2,53 2.56 +.03
14%  2.28 2.56 .28 42% 3,36 3.22 -.14
15%  3.11 2.94 .17 43% 2,26 2.39 .13 .,
16 2.87 3.28 .41 44 7 3.13 3.00 -.13
17 3.14 2.89 .25 45 2,83 3.19 .36 .
18«  2.26 2.31 .05 46% 2,76 2.94 .18
" 19 289 2.94 .05 47% 2,36, 2.53 .17
20 2.56 2.78 .22 .48% 3,11 3.25 .14
21% 2,64 2.86 .22 49. ' 2.69
22 3.06 - . 50« 2,68 2.61 -.07
" 23 1.97 2.64 .67 . 5k 2,76 © 3.08 .32
24 2.63 3.03 .40 52% 2,63 3.17 .54
25 2.68 2.86 .18 53%  2.58° 2.78 .22
26% 3,13 2.92 . .21 54%  2.47 2.97 .50
27 3.06 -+ 3.53 47 55 2.36
28%  2.75 2.69 .06 S .
% 2.69 .87 .164
= 4.98 .01 P} 2.65
S

Fouxteen items showed a negatlve
change in attltude wh11e 36" items’ 1nd1cated positive change in attitude while ”
The mean” score across all 50

The change was in‘the ng;liye direction and was éignificagt -

Also, theit
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school. Figure 4 provides a summary of parert attitudes as assessed by. the

attitude dssessment scale found in Appendix C.
. qP

ey

~ A -
- * " Figure 4. Summary of Parent Attituder , ’
. Item -~ SA T A . D - 8D
1 ' L 22 2 0 0 ‘
2 19 5 Q/ 0 0
3 , 1 1. 6 16
4 . | 3 2. | 10 9
! 5 2 2 .8 12
6 t I 0 : / 5 18
7 0 0~ j 5" 19 - - -,
8 11 11 o2 .0 : 3.38
9 L 12 9 ; 3 0 3.38
L 0 0 | 8 16, .- 1.33
- - 19 5 ; 0 0 '3.79
1 ‘1 : 5 17 1.42
13 , 1 -1 | 12 10 1.71 .
1N\ 1 1 L 12, 1.61
15 11 12 %. 0 1 3.38
16 ‘ 16 8 ; 0 0., 3.67
o 17 ) 13 10 1 . .0 - 3.50
18 . .15 7 1. 1 3.50
19" , 10 . 13 1 0 3.38
20° 16 - 8- 0 - 0 3.67

' . ,l! -

In addition to their responses to the attitude assessment scale, parents
made ‘statefents stch as the following during the parent-teacher interview;

L4 -

.t ""'Susan liles schpol more this year," "Renita Iikes school much better this

. -

S ’ K . .
year," .f. . dislikes hours, but approves of program . . . likes opportunity
‘for vocational training." One mother stated there'wgs an, "Improvement in

attitudé towards school *- last year I had to force him to attend." Qne stu-j
' I
dent had both parents attend' the .teacher-parent conference., Both of these

-+ R
—~

parents indicated they moticed a great improvement and gain in maturity of~their.

~

’ daughter, . ' . ,
» « * -
. ‘A ’ ? - w .
> Research Question Five . :
. Has there been any familiarity'with occupations as measured by an instru-
4 . . M .
. @ . N )
ment developed for this project? . . ,
: »
Q * - ’ . ’ :lES . v
. ot 12 - , .




- 1 . . . «

. . . R ¢
the program. With the 'exception of one, all instruments were acceptable for
. ' A} 5 .

analysig. Some items were not responded to, however, and in some cases, the
ysig S P ; 5 >

: N
responses to particular items were ndt in accordance with directions..

»
1

v The reader is directed to Appendix D which contains the instrumdnt. In< - . ’
‘ . . \“' ' ! ) : ",
cluded here glso are the responses to each item by number of responses and\\ -
I "‘
S . N * ' f
. percentage of total. - . -
- ’ A

" -

There will not be an attempt to statistically analyze each and /all of the .

Fl

¢

’

items in the instrument. "If for only one reason, the ins;rument/ﬁas not been . = -
) . i ' N
thoroughly tested for validity and reliability. / . 7// . .
, s y

However, it should be noted that a large percentage of/sggdents had com-

mitted themselves o various kinds of working or occupational conditions. Only '
\ . & i .

a small percentage of students responded to '""Maybe" on items & through 9\

Lo
- These pé&centages ranged frem four percent to 19 perceﬁg - ' -
" With respect to knowledge about occupational areas (1tens 13 through 21), = =~
{ - . ' ‘
“ -a large pereentage of students responded correctly to,the items. Although, in o
. /

the case of knowledge about expectgd salary.g¢item 19), there_ seemed to be no.
A N

iﬂg distinguishable pattern. Students generally were not able to distinguish be-

o

tween occupations” with respect to expected salary. o -

Research Question Six . . . . N

~ . ’

’ . £ . * ‘ T £ '
Has there been any development of intetest in‘an occupational area as <

. ., ,( , N
measured by the instrument in Appendix D? . .
. - . . ! " : . (‘ .
Here again the reader is referred to Appendig/Q\specdfically items .numbered

11 and 12. Most students were able to clarify there interests. Only six stu- - -

dents did not respond to item numbef 12 or were not able to-clarify their "

-interest. It would seem that students generally had developed some intere%t in

-~

‘. an occupational area. . . ~
L]

cu». " RPN .‘ IgC” o ' o

s . -, .
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y -

school year? - ‘o ®

~
.

i . ) .
Y This research._question was,

- -~

- -

Most of the students enrolled

" 3 -/ : .
prior to their enrollment inm/the program; consequently, assessment of relevance

y .
n the program had not attended vocational shops

b . ¢ ‘ . S
was inappropriate. “Additiopally, during the.1973-74 school yedr,oghe students
. ) o . ~
were not enrolled in acad¢mic subjects per se. The strict academigc subiects

a

that part of the: Second-Shift Program which was not specifically vocational in

nature. Responses to items numbered 25 and 29 on the, 50-item School Attitude

A3

AS§es§6;;k\§cale indicated some degree of importance the students,saw in the

p
°

non-vocational part of the program. The reader i$ referred to Figure 3 and
AppeﬁdiX'B of this report. \ . e

. e e

Research Question Eight C

Has there been any change in discipline problems from the 1972-73 school .
{ ' - i

_year to the 1973-74 school year? t ' ’ )

-Although there was no attempt to objectively evaluate behavior patterns of -

’
s '

- students, some subjective evaluation did occur, Interviews with teachers and
o . .

- [ ) + - v

v ,administrgtors in the Second-Shift Program indicated that behavior and discipline

. . " L/
problems were not as prevalent as was expected and as was indicated in previous

years. - L ' N coe o

ERIC : :

o o e . - w v
. N . - -
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Research Question Nine

- . ¢

‘ Has there been any change in attendance between the 1972-73 .school year

and the 1973 7% school year? ' -

ALY

' Attendance was reco d@d from stutlent records during the two years indicated

for all 40 students 1n the rogram. The number of days absent for the. 1972-73
$

school year ranged fr0m zero. .days to 90 days The number of days absent fok |
L}

the 1973 =74 sdhool year ranged from zero days to 87 days. Figure 5 contains the

° 2

days absent for e%ch of the 40 students.

* Figure 5. Number of Days Absent for the 1972-73 and 1973-74 School Years

=3

Student 1972-73 1973-74 Difference °  Student 1972-73 1973-74 Differencé

1 1, 1 30 21 10 12 - 2
2 40 . 26 7 . -16 22 34 48 14
3 4 14 . 10 ¢ 23 38 4 -34
l 19 . 5 ., -4 24 3 9 6
5 6 - 6 0 25 0 T 14 14
.6 22 30 A 26 5 °5 0
7. 41275 16 3.5, 27 . 4 3 -1
8 L 12 6 28 1 5 4
9 -3 23 20 %9 27 137 10
10 90 2 -88 30 18 25 . 7
11 31 31 . o0 3y 3.5 9 5.5.
12 5.5 33 27.5 o320 26 . 14 -12
L1300 20 16 -4 33 6 6 o0
14 3 16 I3 L 3" 5 7 207 - 15T -
15 11 32 Lo21. 35 13.5 - 19 5.5
16 3 4 1. ,736 726 . 19
17 o , 87 87 37 5 15 - 10 ‘.
18 12 8 -4 38 6.5 23 T16.5 |y
19 - 20 _ 4 . =16 39 0 0 . 0
20 14 16_ T N 40 4 : 6 2
3 ‘ Totals  549.5 « £93 143.5°
- x " 13.74  17.32 3.59
- t =0.99 " X =0.1 72704

-
- ®

leference scores were calculated by subtracting attendance ‘in ,the 1973-74

A\

‘school year from attendancé in the 1972-73 school year. The difference score,

’
LI AN PRI

indlcated whether there was an increase or a decrease 1n number of days absent

o

“durlng the '1973-74 schoo “year. Nine of the 40,students showed an increase in*

.attendance ranging from a law of one day‘increase to a high of 88 days increased.

v
v r

1&

i . . o . . 14 ) - K
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H
t .

)

Twenty-six students had a decrease in attendance tanging from one more day ab-

sent during the year to 87 more days absent. ‘In addition, five students showed
& Ad

no change in the nymber of days absent.

The mean attendance for all students showed an increase of days absent from

13.74 to 17%37. The mlean difference score was.3.59:bqtawas not significant.’

‘Affhoagh there was a general increase in absen

\ N .
l rthis increase, across all students, was not si

» .
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

/ @

. ’ SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

v >
- f

“ This section of the evaluation report will attempt to summarize the com-

v
.

3

s o N4
bined analysis of the nine research questions discussed in the pyevious section ,

» ‘ 4 -

of this report. 1In addition, an,attempt will be made to draw some conclusion

.from the .evaluation and makgﬂﬁpm@ recommendations as a result of the ‘evaluation.

! v .o . -

N : -
Summary - . ) : .
’ . - ‘{ . é
‘s (‘ M . - 3 .
. It would appear that as a result of the evaluation the Second-Shift Program

‘("

at the Johnstown Area Vocational-Technical School has in general attained.thé

objectives outlined in jhe proposal‘subﬁitted for projected funding.

- . s

Although absenteeism did tend to increase during the activation of the

program, this increase was not significant. The absenteeism might be a resplt

of tthe hours of the day the program was conducted. This appeared to be the only
h 5 13 .

explicit complaint made about the program. Other causes of increased absente@eism
- ; :

might be explained as a result of the transportihg of students from home school

districts or the increased pressures on students due to achieveme?f), Students

might have elected to be abgent at times because of the inconvenience, unpleas-

m——
Y

rted many miles. Students might also have~elected

antness, etc: of being transy
L

[}

to be absent because of pressures resultant from achievement attained that<as

!
‘-

been discussed in the prévious section.

. A
Student achievement, a primary objective of the program, as measured by

- ’,

- .
standardized reading and mathematics tests was significant. Some students.made
* -~/ T . «

rather dramatic. advances with respect to grade level attainment. Significant

.

LI
increasqs in grade level attainment, which, of course, might have resulted

’

regardless of thé’program, was certainly one of the hiéhliéhts, achievements,

-

and important purposes of the Secomd-Shift Program. =

.
s

, Student attitudes toward school changed significaﬁtly in the direction of
.
an improved attitude toward school. This change mighft be explained by increased
. il V4 - -
S~

P o . ! .
T ' 16'<'O . \ o

. > -
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L

ach1evement or the achievement might be explalned by the change in attltude..

-

Att1tudes-m1ght have changed as & result of concern by the educators 1nvolved
’4
in the program: Whatever the reason, the Second-Shift Prograngin some way
contributed evidently to students' change in attitudes toward school. C
. ) . . s - 4

% o

td

Although no pre- test was available for compar1son, knowlédge of and interest

(Y
P

in occupations as measured by the post-test appeared*to be ht a level where much

I3

of the knowledge and interest might be attributéd to .the'program. Studentsi%k

. . 14 ¢ . s, . . . |
were generally committal with kespect to types and conditions of work they would

N
prefer. They also generally appeared to have sufficient knowledge of various
occupations with the exception of knowledge of expected salary. .
R . r o , i
Conclusion K ‘ o ..
. -;\_ . . ° . \ .
It" appears that the Second-Shift Program at the Johpstown Area Vocational~ .
Technical School was successful with respect to(attainm%%t of objectives. P
4 There were some éignigicant changes that occurred. It is apparent that in .
3 . . *
“general some growth and development occuffed with students enrolled in the
program. . ' ..
. . *_ a - )
- g ) )
Recommendations R , :
L4 ., . N ' t
The following recommendations are madeaby the writer ‘as a result of the
evaluation :project. ) o .
1. The Second-Shift Program should be continued or, at 1ea§t, the
" program emphasis should be’ continfied. .
2. More emphasis might be plaoed on knowledge of occupational areas
- within the vocational part of the program. : o )
. ’ e :
. 3.. An attempt might be made to schedule the program duking regulaa (——-———*/
’ school hours o * .
. .. ) ' ’ .
. 4. An attempt might be made to provide for improved rglationships between
Second- Sh1ft students and regular vocaticnal students. ¢
The above recommendations ‘are made by thevwriter ekciusively. The writer ' ’
realized that many, if not all, of the recommendatlons mlght be 1mpract1cab1e gﬁ: X

4 .
in lieu of scheduliqg, organlzation' personaIltiesr etc..

- -
L4




' >

The following recommendations are made with respect,to this evaluation and

" «future evaluations of the program. .
1. Thg instruments deve10ped for use with this evaluatlon Should be

_further refined and tested.' s c, . -

“ [N

[
~

2. Instruments should be admlnlsteted and da?a shouléybe collecte
’ students prior to or 1mmedlate1y after enrollment in the pr
This pre- “test data should include-all areas of concern wit
to- pnbgram objectives -- attitudes, achlevement, occupatlona
, edge and interest, attendance, and behaV1or and dlsc1p11ne.

° T

]

’ . s t
o

Postscript - . :
P . e

The writer wishes to command specifically the faculty.and administration

»

g' of the Second-Shift Program and the Johnstown Area Vocatiopal-Technical sta
?

" * Q
~«.in general for their concern for the growth and development of students. Had

.

not this contern been evident, the program and specifically the results of the
- % 3

. <, ' '
program would not have been nurished and fulfilled.

-

v
»
S »

Y
R

T O ‘ ) . ' ' . . 2N .
ERIC . 5~ ,

/ - ©
v .
Full Tt Provided by ERIC. “




APPENDIX A

STHOOL ATTITUDE ASSESSMENT SCALE
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ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
-

instrument contains 55 statements concerning an indivfdual's feelings

Or attithides toward school. Please ansWer them as if you were describing your

this“year. How you felt toward school prior to this year shoul
answers. Do not omit ahy,items! Read each statement carefully;

$ to yourself. Your answers should reflect your feelings about school

affect your
then select one

of thehfoffgwing responses that most represents' your feelings toward the state-

.ment by making an X in the appropriate blank. - N

L 3
.

Answer every item!

.

Resbonses:

SA Strongly agree with the statement

A = Agree with the statement -~
D = Disagree with the statement NG '
SD = Strongly disagree with the statement
i %
Example ‘ .
SA A
1. I usually look forward to going to (X ()
" class.
Th€ person answering strongly agre%; with '
the statement. : e h
: . . o SA A
2. .I don't care about_school work. C ) )
The person answering disagrees with
this statement but not strongly. . y
& o. ®
. A
. \ ,
-
L 3
-
4
A e “
. *
° N

&
i

D  SD
¢y )
‘ -~
D  SD
(X )




, L 3
A . sA A D sp
1. T like the work I am doing in schoal. C)Y )Y () () .
’ M < -
2. 1 miss my. friends from my home school. C) )y )y )
. 3. 1 have difficulty following directions. . C 3y Y )y ).
4 1 hsually look forward to going to class. . ¢ ) o ) )
-5, Ien} satisfied with my school work. C) ) () ( L
: Co T ) a ' A
. 6. My teachers don't care about me. ‘{ C) o) )y ) N
7. I have difficulty obeying school ;ules. C)Y ) (D ¢ )
8. Most of the time I am in school, I would )y C )Y ) ('i& .
y rather be doing something.else than doing - -
. schoo}rwork. . Al
9 1 often do«school work outsidesof school. C ) )Yy )Yy )
10. I dm bored with school, ' C)y )y )y )
) 11. T would rather do well than poorly in C ) )Y ) ) -
< school. ] f : .
. 12, My classmates are not interested in what C)Y. )Y ¢ )Y )
I do. .
. 13. I expect to stay in school. s C)y )y )y )
L) .
\ 14. T have difficulfy explaining problems to C)Y )Yy ¢ )Y ¢ ) :
teachers. . :
15. TI.generally find it hard to talk with my ° C) ) ) ()
classmates. .
- - -16. I like the work I am doing in tKe school STy Yy ty ¢y —— ——
shop. ' . /
17. I like to be given responsibility in school. - C)Y CHy ) )
18. Most of the time I-am in school, I would ) )Yy Yy
’ .rather be some place else than in school.
= ‘ 1 .
19. I generally behave well ifa-school. C ) ). ) )
20. 1 feel good about my school work, C ) ) < & )
. . 21. I am not interested in what my classmates C ) Y )y ()
. \ d-O. i )
22. The second-shift program is good. C)Y Y () ¢y
23. 1 am usually eager to go to school. * C)Y )y ¢ )




24,

25.

A ]

27,

28.
29.
30.
31.
32,

33.

42.

a.person.

-

My teachers understand me. ,
. . :

I see the need for the reading clags

I attend.

L have difficulty keeping interested in
shop clasyes.

return to $chool next year,
administrators (Principal,
rs, etc.) don't .care- about me as

I see the importance of school.

I hgye difficulty keeplng interested in_
school. .

I wish I wére.back in my home school.

I*habe d1ff1cu1ty with my classrooh
teachers.

1 11 quit school as soon as I find a
job. b

1 génerally "get along" with most of my
teachers. ¢ s

I have difficulty with my school work.

I get along with my parents better if I
stay in school. . . ’

. . I would like school much more without ‘the

rules. _ . e —
I generally "get along" with all of my
teachers, T -
://:- "
I'see'no importﬁnqe in the shop work.

o

T like school. . . !

I generally find it hard to 'get along"
with the school administrators (prlnc1pals,
d1rectors, counSelors, etc.) p

My parents could "care less" about my
school work.

I become discod}aged easily in school.”

’ N ol

Y

21
25 -

SA
¢ )
)
)
)
)
()
()
().
)
¢ )
()
¢y
)
¢ )
)
)
)
)
)
()

A

()
()
¢ ) (
()
C )
()
R ¢
()
() <
()
() <
() <
() <
() <
() <
()
¢ )
*) <
() <
“\

() <

()
'\( )..
()
¢
¢ )
()
()
)
()

¢ ) )
</
()
()
)
()

¢ )

¢ )




44,

45,

46.
47.

48.

49.

50,
51.

52.

53,

I usually look forward to going to shop .
classes, °

I try to be careful about my sehool work.
I never ask.teachers to explain something.
I am not:satisfied to be what I am.

I will quitréchool as soon as I am old
enough.

I feel T am different from day school
students.

I have jéffii:éty following school rules.
I don't care about school work.
I don't care about my teachers.-

I would rather have a full-time job
than be in school.

54, 1 give up easily in school work.

55.

~—

I have difficulty with the day school
teachers. - -

A D
¢ ) )
) )
(«) ()
) )
)y )
¢ ) (“\27
( ). (. )
( Ié‘ ¢ )
) )
) )
) )
) )

Yo

0_,
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

* -

This instrument contains 50 statements concerning an individual's feelings

or attitudes thard school. Please answer them as if you were describing your
feelings--to—yourseif: s schdﬁI’éltuation and how you
felt; then answer each statement according to .that feeling. Your answers .
should reflect &odr feelings about school last year. How you feel toward school ¢
this year,shoulq not affect your answets. Omit only those that do not apply! '
i.e..1f you werg not in a vocational shop class, then omit or skip those items
referring to shob‘c}gsées. Read each statement carefully; then select one of

- the_following responses that most represents your feelings toward the statement
by making an X in-the appropriate<blank. ' )

cr

E]

Responses: ' ' - ' — } -
SA = Strongly agree with the statement }
A = Agree with the gtatement ’ : . " : >
. D = Disagree with the statement . ~ j{
SD = Strongly disagree with the statement z
: I}
. 4
., i A
Example . /
. . - . SA A D SD
*« 1. T usually, looked forward to going to:

class.

.

The person answering strongly agrees with

the statement. . '

N . ’ « SA A
2. 1 didn't care about school work.

% The person answering disagrees with N . ' j\\\“\\

this statement but not strongly.

s




1..

2.
3.

4.

10.
11.

e l2.

13:
14.
15.
16.

.
S 17.

18.

20.

22..

21.

’ ~

I 11ked the work I was "doing in school.

I.had*dlffrculey—follOW1ng"d&reetions

I usually looked forward to going to class.

I was satisfied with my school work.
My teachers didn't care about me.

I had difficulty obeying school rules.

.  Most of the time I was ‘in school, I

would have rather been doing something
else than doing school.work.

I often did school.work outside of school.

~

1 was bored with schoof.

I would have rather doneswell than poorly

in school, )
[ 4

"My classmates were not 1nterested in what

T did. -
I expected to stay in school.

I had difficulty explainlng problems
to teachers. . :

I geterally found it hard to talk with
my classmates.

14

I liked the work I was éoiné in the school
shop.

I-'liked to be given reSponsibility.

Most of the time I was in school, I would.
rather have been someplace else than in

\school

I generally behav ed well in school.
I felt good aoout my school work

I was not interested in what my classmates
did.

I was usually eager to g6 £o school.

My teachers understood me.

]
L
o

v S

%30

A

¢ ) (
I
¢ ) (
) (
() e
¢ ) (
(") (
() (
¢ ) (
() 3
) (
) (
C ) (
) (
¢ ) (
¢ ) (
() (.
() (
) (
) (
) (
() (




23. 1 saw the need for the readﬁng class
T attended. ¢

24, 1 had difficulty keeping interested in ~- - -
shop classes.

25. T expected to return to school®the next . -
year. . -

26. The school administrators'(princ1pal -
directors, etc.).didn't care about me
as a person.

»

‘ - 27. 1 saw the importance of school.

28. 1 had difficulty keepiﬁﬁr;;terested in

school. o e
1

» -

29. T had difficulty with my classroom

teachers. . _ -
> 30. T would have quit ool as soon as I (
. found a job.., : .
/ \_
31. 1 ge€nerally "got along” with most of my
teachers.

32. I had difficulty with my school work.

9 33. 1 got along with my parent; better if 1
stayed in school,

§ 34.. T would have liked school much more
without the rules

~ 4

35. geneﬂl&ly 'sot along” with all of my
N ’ teachers .. 3
/ . y 2
. 36. I saw no importance ip ‘the shop work.

r

37. 1 liked school.
- 3

38.0 1 generzzéy found it hard to "get along"

‘ with the school administrators (principals, <
R dlrectors, counselérs, etc.). . N
/ . -
39." My parents could have ."car ess" about

my school work. ¢

// 40. T became discouraged easily in school.
. . S .

41, I usually 1boked forward to going to
, shop classes.

L1

O ‘ . “‘ . . 2331




42,
43,
4,
45.

46.
47‘

48.
42.

50.

I tried to be careful about my school
work. ‘

fw

- 1 never- asked -teachers to explain

something.
’ ’

I was not satisfied to be what T was.

I would have ?uit school as soon as I was

old enough. . “

I had difficuity following school rules.

I didn't care about school work.
v . .

I didn't care about my teachers.
y te ’

I wollXk have rather had a full~time
job than) have been in school.
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in school this year. -

.

. . SA, A D SD
1. I am interested in my son's/daughter's : Gy ) ) () >
chool work. ) , . R B )'
2 \ ) : )
2, I think the school is attempting to YY) ¢y ()
" provide my son/daughter with.ag — —_ .
education. : - ‘
\3, T am not concerned about the‘school C) ) ) <«
N e 4 The teachers do not, understand my . C) UD) ) «
.son/daughter.\ )
5. I would rathé; my son/daughter get . )y ) ) «
a job. -~ ‘ ¢
. N ‘
6. The program my son/daughter is in is (<) C )Y ) «
a waste of time. e
7. The school is wasting money . C) ) ) C
o~ R - 7 A
8. My son/daughter is interested in C) D))«
school. . b ’ '
9. 1 feel good about my son's/daughter's . C ) ) ) «
' school work. '
. v .
10. I think the school is unfair W1th my ¢ A SC) ) <«
son/daughter
r~ : ' _—
11. T am eager to see my son/daughter R ) C) )«
go* to school. i
+ 12, T see no importance in shop work in C) ) ¢ ) «(
school. ’ '
13. I have no idea what my son/daughter C ) ) )
does in school. L . .
14, My son/daughter is not in the classes TC) ) )«
he/she shbuld be. o !
‘15. The school seems to be interested in C ) ) ) «
my son/daughter. : ) ' .
16. . Most of the timé I feel !thool is ( >) ¢ ) ) <«
‘ ‘important. ' » .
17. My son'§/daughter's attitude has C) ) ) «
. changed since his/her enrollmentat :
this school. . ,
18. « My son/daughter seems more interested C ) ) ) «
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- 19. 'I am more aware of my sonTs/daughter's C)Y C)y )Y D)

. school program this year. * - ' ’

. . 20. The teachers seem to be interested j ¢) C )-~¢ ) «( b // '
in my son/daughtes. [ : '
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1. How much uhOugﬁt'ﬁﬁve §oﬁ given to a future job?

A, Much
B. Some
C. Little .
D. None

2. When it concerns occupations do you consider yourself:
e - ' ‘ ¢

A. Well-informed
B. . Somewhat “informed .
C. Little informed - ° o

D. Uninformed (Not informed) ' "o

year been: .

. -,

3. Has the information about occupations you received tifs

. Greatly useful . ,

A .

B. Useful i : ) - /;; gg.
C. Somewhat usefuls . ‘ .

D.

Not usefgl . o

N L
4. Has the information about occupations you received this
year' increased your knowledge of occupations and jobs?

A, Ye
N
~C. Maybe . .

5. Would you like to work in an office? U

A, Yes
B. No - . . .
C. Maybe '

6. Would you like to work in a féﬁtory?

4

A. Yes . .
B. No C ’
€.” Maybe .

.

7. Would'you like to work in a retail store (clothing
. L)
Store, department sotre, supermarket)? .

"¢ A, Yes ' . , ) ’

B.yNo . )
C. Maybe

8. Would you like to work in a shop (automotive shop, machine
shop, welding shop)? .

‘ : )

A. XYes .
B. No
C. Maybe

29 74
10 26
0 0
0 0
3 "8
25 64
- 9 23
- 2 05

Y

6 15

0 0

33~ 85

2 05

4 " 4 10
5 13

20 51

14 36

12 31

8 20
19 ‘49
17, 44
9 23

13 33

s

20 51
13 33
s 6 15

-




H
)

9. Would you like to work in the foods industry (cook No. %
waiter/waitress, chef)?

A. Yes . ) 11 28
. Maybe ™~ R oa N
10* Woald your'like to work:
’;/17 A. AIOne ! . < 8 21 <
- B. With others . . 30 79 ‘

, . .
11. What area of occupational programming was of most
interest to you?

v

A. Textiles - clothing 0 0
B. Foods - cook, waiter, waitress 9 24 '
C. Service station attendant 4° 11
D. Electrical . < - & 11
E. Building maintenance 5 13
F. Distributive - Sales, etc. 6 16
. G. Automotive 8 21
H." Business - typing, etc. 0 0
I, Welding and metals . 1 2
J. Bricklaying 0 0
K. Printing 1 2

12. Rate the occupational areas according to your interest
using a one, (1) for the area of most interest, a two (2)
for the area of next most interest, etc.

”

=
n
T
[
3
[=5
S
N

AR NDNWOO PP WL ,

Textilest - clothing. & .
Foods - cook,| waiter, waitress
Service station attendant =
Electrical ’
Building‘paintenance
Distributive; - Sales, etc.
Automotivk )
Business - typing, etc. .
Welding and metals
Bricklaying i
Printing s .

-

-

s} o

#

4
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#
RauHFDoRmEHOOQOm X
-l-\o»—-»—-l-\c\w»—f-l-\\o»—-

13., "Which of the following occupational areas would

generally rtquire you to work in clean and neat

"conditions? (Check all that app}y) No 9
Textiles - clothing ' A. 32 82
Bricklaying B. 7 18
Foods . . C. 38 97 . .
Distributive - Sales, etc. . D. 27 69
Service station’ attendant E. 9 23

: All 7 18 ) ¢
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' 14,
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- 15,

? »
16.
17.

N

- 8.
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Which of the followiné occupational areas would
require you to work with people rather 'than
tools and equipment?  (Check all that apply)

A. .Distributive-- Sales, etc.

3.\ Welding
C. \Service station attendant

z . - -»
D. lectrical = . v

E. Pxinting

Which of the following occupational areas would
require you to work in a shop where conditions

would not be neat and clean? (Check all that apply)

A¢  Building maintenance

B. Automotive

C. Business' - typing, etc.

D. Printing

E. . Foods - cooy, waiter, waitress

.
v

WRich of the following occupational areas would
generally require you to work with tpols and

equipment rather than people? (Check all that apply)

A. Automotive
B. Business - typing, etc.
C. Welding
. D. Printing i
E. Foods - cook, waiter, waitress

’

Which of the follow1ng jobs and.duties would you be
most likely to do if you worked in the weldlng and
metals occupational area? (Check all that apply)

. Scrape gnetal .

. Sell sggething to a customer

Solder wires together o .

. Bend sheet metal z
. Use a typewriter :

‘\
Which of the following j8bs and duties would: you

be most likely to do if you worked in the

3

automotive occupational area? (Check 411 that apply)

e
Paint

Use mortar and bricks .
Work with lumber Y

Work with many small hand tools

Work with large machines

|HOO® >

A. 35
B. 6
Cc. 24
D. 8
E. 12
All 4
\V
[
A. 29
B. 28
‘C. 6
D. 24
E. 6,
All 2
A. 37
B. 11
C. 34
D. 32
E. 16
M1 L4
A. 29
B. 7
C. 24
D. 32
E. 5
A1l 3
R
LA 27
" B. 0
c. 1
D. 36
E. 29
All 1

90
15
62
21
31

10

88

85
18
73
18

95
28

87 -

82
41
10

74
18
62
82
13

69

92
74




- - .
° ~ -

19. 'Rate the otcupational areas according to the salary
you cpuld expect using a one (1) for the area with @
the highest expected salary, a two (2) for the area

with the next highest expected salary, etc. 1st 2nd
8 A. Automotive mechanic A. 3 3
B. Cook . B. 3 L2
4 C. Bricklayer c. 8 3
D. Sales person v, D. O 4
E. Printing - printer ’ E. 2 2
F. Busine$s - typist F. 3 0
. G. Welder G. 8 8
. H. Automotive, body painter H. 1 0
I. Waiter/waitress . ‘ I, 1 0
J. Textiles - seamtress o J..0 "2
20." Where would you go to receive more information about
a job ~ the salary, working conditions, etc% ¢ that .
you were interested in? (Check each in.the order that
you woﬁld~go, one (1) by the person you would go to .
first, two (2) by the person you would go to second, .
Lete.). ‘
P ¢ - \ﬁ . N
A. Parents % . A. 5 2
B. High school counselor ) . B. 1 7
C. High school principal . C. 0:,//?1
D. Director of vocational school .- D. 1 4
E. Votational school counselor E. 2 12
- F. Vocatignal school teacher of the job for F. 20 2
) which>you are interested !
21° Which of the occupational areas would - ‘require you
\ to give information or sell somethlng to Someone? . i
(Check all that apply) , No. %
’ A. Building malntenagfe ) . A 17 44 .-
: B. Foods - cook - . ' B. 32 82
¢. Welding and metals . c. 11 28
/ D. Service station attendant D. 31 79
3 E. Bricklaying E. 14 36
. - All ¢ 5 .15
&
b “ b .
* Number respondin%_to most interest and next mést interest only
\ 1\ .
.‘ 3
e vt
) l.;:: ¢

b3



